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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the election filed on 12/16/05. Claims 16-20 and 24- 
26 were elected and claims 27-29 have been withdrawn from consideration. 
Accordingly, claims 16-20 and 24-26 are pending. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of claims 27-29 is acknowledged. The traversal 
is on the ground(s) that although the claimed subject matter may be classified in 
different classes, the inventions are not independent. This is not found persuasive 
because the two groups are separately usable. Furthermore, the applicant has not 
explicitly stated the reasoning behind the traversal but simply has stated that if the 
examiner is aware of another method as claimed, using a method which is materially 
different from that set forth in claims 27 and 28...". 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 16-20 objected to because of the following informalities: The system 
within an IP based network comprises a server and a terminal having access to the IP- 
based network. As currently written, the terminal could simply access itself for services. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 16-20 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
anticipated by Devarakonda et al (US Patent No. 6,757,729) further in view of Brocker 
et al (USPN: 5,365,606). 

As to claim 16, Devarakonda teaches In an IP-based network, a system 
comprising: at least one server storing application programs for implementing user 
specific subscribable services, said server storing said services on a per user basis; 
(Abstract; Fig 1; col 2, 28-40; col3. 50-56; col 4, 1-5 and 38-40) 

And at least one terminal having on-demand access to said IP-based network for 
requesting downloadable programs corresponding to said services, whereby said 
application programs can be executed. (Fig 1; col 4, 43-44; col 6, 4-8) 

However, Devarakonda does not explicitly indicate that the application execution 
environment is being ported to the terminal only once. 

Brocker et al teaches a virtual software machine that runs multiple program 
modules in a single address space of a target computer. Thus the application execution 
environment is ported only once to the terminal (col 1, lines 62 to col 2, line 13). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Brocker into those of Devarakonda to make the 
system to make the system more efficient. Such a system would reduce operating 
system resource consumption and increase transaction time (col 1 , lines 56-57). 

Claims 24 presents no new limitations above claim 16 above and is thus rejected 
under similar rationale. 

As to claim 17, Devarakonda teaches the system of claim 16, wherein said user 
specific subscribable services are supplementary to basic user services, (col 3, 50-56; 
col 4, 51-67; col 5,10-24) 

As to claim 18, Devarakonda teaches the system of claim 16, wherein said user 
specific subscribable services are supplementary to Internet Telephony service. (col 4, 
11-15) 

As to claim 19, Devarakonda teaches the system of claim 18, wherein said user 
specific subscribable services can be user configured via said at least one terminal. (Fig. 
1 ; Fig. 4; col 3, 40-49) 

As to claim 20, Devarakonda teaches the system of claim 19, wherein said 
server includes a Java system, and said at least one terminal supports downloading of 
said applications programs. (col 2, 20-23 and 49-61; col 3, 3-10; col 4, 44-47) 

As to claim 25, Devarakonda teaches the terminal of claim 24, wherein said 
application execution component is implemented as a virtual machine, (abstract) 

As to claim 26, Devarakonda teaches the terminal of claim 25 wherein said user 
subscribable services can be configured via said client component, (col 3, lines 39-61) 
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Conclusion 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asad M. Nawaz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3988. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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